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The absence of federal funding for police,
firefighters and emergency response staff has
been a disappointment for many city leaders
across the country as their concerns were
voiced at the recent National League of Cit-
ies conference held earlier this year.

| have a similar letter that has come
from the mayor of Cadillac, in north-
ern Michigan, again expressing grave
concerns and saying:

At the recent National League of Cities
conference in Salt Lake City, city leaders
from across the country voiced their deep
disappointment regarding the absence of fed-
eral funding for police, firefighters and emer-
gency response staff.

The city of Fenton, in Michigan, the
city of East Lansing, in my own home
county—mayors, county officials, po-
lice chiefs, sheriffs—and of both par-
ties; this is not Republican and Demo-
crat; this is not urban and rural; this is
not a question of one part of the coun-
try against another—everyone, every
community is saying this same thing.

I am deeply concerned not only about
past actions but what is occurring
right now in this current budget bill
that we will have in front of us tomor-
row.

Let me, first, indicate and remind us
that last summer we passed an emer-
gency supplemental that included $2.5
billion, passed by the Senate with bi-
partisan support, passed by the House
with bipartisan support, and sent to
the President, an emergency supple-
mental including $2.5 billion for local
communities. It was on the President’s
desk. All he had to do was sign it. And
he would not declare it as an emer-
gency and would not sign it and release
the funds.

We have come back again and again.
Twice this last month, in January,
Senator BYRD stood in this Chamber
and eloquently spoke about the needs
of communities and first responders.
Again, we could not get the support.

And now in the omnibus budget bill
that will be coming before us, despite a
unanimous Senate appropriations vote
back last July on a series of items that
deal with transportation security, bor-
der security, community policing, Fed-
eral emergency management, fire-
fighter grants, equipment and commu-
nications, emergency operations, port
container security—and on and on and
on—we now have in front of us a bill
that, in fact, will cut from that
amount supported unanimously by the
Senate Appropriations Committee $4.4
billion from homeland security from
what we passed, what the Appropria-
tions Committee passed and rec-
ommended to us last summer based on
the needs presented to them from com-
munities.

We could go down the list. | am deep-
ly concerned when | see the cuts in
community policing, the firefighter
grants, the inoperable communications
equipment grants, which | am hearing
so much concern about, emergency op-
erations, et cetera.

It is time for us to act. It is time for
us to hear what our communities are
saying. | urge my colleagues to join
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with us in making sure we truly keep
our communities safe.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator has expired.

———

RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF
THE CHAIR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess subject to the call of the
Chair.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 1 p.m., recessed subject to the call of
the Chair and reassembled at 2:07 p.m.,
when called to order by the Presiding
Officer (Mr. ALEXANDER).

————
EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF MIGUEL A.
ESTRADA, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA CIRCUIT—Continued

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Carolina.

Mr. EDWARDS. | thank the Chair.

(The remarks of Mr. EDWARDS per-
taining to the introduction of the legis-
lation are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘““‘Statements on Introduced Bills
and Joint Resolutions.”)

Mr. EDWARDS. | suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, | ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, 1 will
discuss the topic on the floor, the nom-
ination process.

It is interesting the Senator from
North Carolina has a bill he thinks is
important and probably is important,
yet questions are not able to move for-
ward on any of those bills because we
are tied up in doing something that is
not at all useful, not at all productive,
but it continues. Those important
things we have to do are not being
done, and as a matter of fact will not
be done, apparently, for some time.

I rise more to talk a little bit about
the disappointment | have in the proc-
ess in which we find ourselves. There is
not much point in talking about the
nominee, Mr. Estrada. He has been
talked about forever. | can’t think of
another thing that could be said that
has not already been said. What we can
do is talk a little about the process
being created. Talk about the obstruc-
tion that is taking place and the Con-
gress that is faced with a great many
important issues we need to get consid-
ered.

We all recognize in any issue, par-
ticularly of a nominee, it is perfectly
legitimate that people have different
points of view. That is not unusual. In-
deed, that is the way it ought to be. It
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also is appropriate for people to come
to the floor after the committee has
acted and to share those points of view
and to do whatever they feel appro-
priate to try and convince others to
share that point of view. That is the
way it is supposed to be. Finally, after
that is done in a reasonable limit of
time, we have a vote, an up-or-down
vote, so those who feel one way can
vote one way, those who feel the other
can vote the other. Not a very unusual
process. On the contrary, it is the very
well-accepted process.

That is not what has happened here.
That is not what has happened.

As has been said before, it is time to
move forward. It is time to move on. It
is time to deal with the dozens of other
important issues out there for this
country and for the people of this coun-
try, issues that to people in the coun-
try are much more meaningful and
have more to do with their business
and welfare than we have here. | can-
not imagine there is more to say from
the other side of the aisle in opposi-
tion. They are opposed; fine. That is
fine. They are able to convince anyone
else? 1 don’t think so. We have been
working on this for about a week. It
looks as if we will be here some more.

It is very disappointing for those who
would like to do things that are most
important to do. Among other things,
of course, the White House has re-
sponded. The letter was sent to the
President renewing the request to him
for confidential judicial memoranda
that have never before been released.
The response of Mr. Gonzales, the
counselor to the President, basically
indicates they respect the Senate’s
constitutional role in the confirmation
process, and they agree the Senate
must make an informed judgment con-
sistent with the traditional role and
practices. However, requests for these
kinds of papers have no persuasive sup-
port in history and the precedent of ju-
dicial appointments. It is not there. It
has not been done.

Relevant history and procedures con-
vincingly demonstrate that would be
shifting standards. There is no basis for
doing that.

In conclusion, the President’s coun-
selor said: Miguel Estrada is a well-
qualified, well-respected judicial nomi-
nee with very strong bipartisan sup-
port. Based on our reading of history,
we believe you have ample information
about this nominee and have had more
than enough time to consider questions
about his qualifications and his ability.
We urge you to stop the unfair treat-
ment and the filibuster and allow an
up-or-down vote to confirm Mr.
Estrada.

| agree with that. Certainly, that is
the case. | am not here to talk about
the legal aspects of it, just the oper-
ational aspects of it, and make it clear,
this man was before the committee
from 10 in the morning until 5 in the
evening, answering all the questions,
answered written questions subsequent
to that, and we continue to carry on
with it.
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